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INTRODUCTION

The Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) program is a tool to protect an installation’s
accessibility, availability, and capability for training, testing, and operations by sustaining
natural habitats, open space, working lands, cultural resources, and communities. It forms
an integral component of the Army’s triple bottom line: mission, environment, and
community. The ACUB program achieves conservation objectives and supports the
Soldiers’ “boots on the ground” training through partnerships with public and private
organizations and willing landowners. Title 10 of the United States Code (USC), Section
2684a, authorizes the Secretary of the Army to enter into agreements with private and
state organizations to address encroachment threats to training, testing, and operations.
The Army implements this authority through the ACUB program, which is jointly
managed at Army Headquarters by the Offices of the Assistant Chief of Staff for
Installation Management (ACSIM) and the Director of Training. All proposals for ACUB
programs at the installations are approved at the Army Headquarters level.

Through the ACUB program, installations collaborate with partners to identify mutual
land conservation objectives. The program allows the Army to contribute funds to the
partner’s purchase of easements or fee-simple property acquisitions from willing
landowners. The partner, not the Army, receives the deeded interest in the property. The
partner also provides for land management that ensures in perpetuity protection of the
land use and conservation values for each parcel identified through the ACUB program
that serve to protect the Army’s mission. These partnerships conserve high-value habitat
and limit incompatible land use in the vicinity of Army installations.

ACUB partnerships are formalized through cooperative agreements. This enables the
Army to fund multi-year partnerships that support the goals and objectives agreed upon
by the Army and its partners. The Army’s partners, with local Army installation
coordination and approval, can then proceed with negotiations with private landowners.

The use of cooperative agreements supports the complexities of installation ACUB
proposals that involve multiple parcels over a distant planning horizon for the
comprehensive protection of an installation. This provides the Army and its cooperative
agreement partners the flexibility necessary to adjust the timing and phasing of parcels
identified for protection. Establishing a relationship of trust with private landowners is a
necessary element in successful ACUB programs. It takes time to understand the
landowner’s needs and to structure a transaction involving multiple sources of funding
that is suitable to the Army, partner, and landowner. The cooperative agreement partners
have the primary responsibility for appraising, negotiating, purchasing, and managing the
parcels that will protect habitat and other resources and/or buffer our installations from
incompatible land uses.

The Army includes requirements in each cooperative agreement to ensure that its ability
to conduct mission activities on the installation is protected over the long term. While the
Army avoids being co-grantee of the real estate interest, it is granted property rights in
the deed of transfer necessary to implement the terms of the cooperative agreement. In




certain transactions, the Army also receives a deeded right of access for monitoring and
management of protected resources.

The ACUB process involves many stakeholders including federal, state, and local
governments, and non-governmental agencies, in addition to communities. These
stakeholders bring together additional expertise and financial resources that support
shared objectives of ecosystem-level conservation planning. Through collaboration,
funding, and in-kind services from the installation, partners, and other stakeholders, the
Army avoids incompatible land use in the vicinity of its borders and reduces the
likelihood of becoming a refuge for endangered or other sensitive species. Partners meet
their organizational objectives, such as natural resource conservation, hunting,
agriculture, public recreation, cultural preservation, and other compatible land uses, while
the Army secures its training, testing, and operations missions.

In FY11, over $47.2 million dollars from Department of the Army and Office of the
Secretary of Defense funding sources were obligated to ACUB cooperative agreements.
This brings the total obligations to approximately $331.8 million over the life of the
program. Of the total obligated to cooperative agreements, over $69.3 million was
expended in FY'11, bringing the total expended to approximately $213.7 million. This
expenditure has leveraged partner contributions of over $19.5 million in FY11 and
approximately $233.4 million total. Together, this funding has led to protection of almost
31,000 acres in FY11 and over 170,000 acres total through FY11.




Legislative History and Summary for the Army
Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) Program

This section of the ACUB End of Year Summary provides a brief summary and discussion of the
federal legislation authorizing and governing the ACUB program.

The Sikes Act, 16 U.S.C. §§ 670-670f

The concept for the ACUB program finds its roots in the innovative Private Lands Initiative
(PLI), a landscape-level cooperative conservation project established at Fort Bragg in the
Sandhills region of North Carolina in 1995. At the time, Fort Bragg had the daunting challenge of
training important combat units, such as the 82nd Airborne Division, while conserving a recovery
population of the Red-cockaded Woodpecker (RCW), a species determined to be endangered by
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) under the Endangered Species Act (ESA). 16 U.S.C.
§§ 1531-1544. Soldier training requirements and RCW habitat needs competed for limited land
within Fort Bragg. This competition inevitably resulted in conflict and ultimately the imposition
of cumbersome restrictions on Fort Bragg's ability to properly train Soldiers. To manage this
conflict, Fort Bragg, the U.S. Army Environmental Center (USAEC), and The Nature
Conservancy (TNC) agreed to enter into a cooperative partnership focused on perpetual
protection of RCW habitat on private lands within the region with the dual objectives of
recovering the RCW population over a broad landscape while alleviating training restrictions on
Fort Bragg.

The three parties sealed the partnership by signing a cooperativeagreement (CA) assigning roles
and responsibilities. The parties agreed to work together to identity parcels of property of mutual
interest. TNC would then take the lead in negotiating with landowners for the purchase of either a
conservation easement or fee simple title. The Army committed to contribute appropriated funds
to assist with purchases. TNC, in addition to providing matching funds, would also provide in-
kind services to develop and close each transaction, hold title to any interest acquired in real
property, and provide for post-acquisition stewardship. Transactions were limited to acquisitions
from willing landowners, a critical condition to the success of the project.

The constitutional authority to acquire real property on behalf of the United States is vested in
Congress. U.S. CONST. Art X, § Y. Congress also appropriates and authorizes the expenditure of
funds for activities necessary for Operation and Maintenance of the Army (OMA). The Army has
neither general statutory authority to acquire real property nor express authority to spend OMA
funds on real property transactions. The PLI, therefore, was not designed or intended to serve as
an Army land acquisition program. To carry out the PLI, the Army relied on the Sikes Act, the
fundamental statute directing the Secretary of Defense to provide for the conservation and
rehabilitation of natural resources on all military lands. 16 U.S.C. § 670a.

The statute authorizes the Secretary of a military department to enter into cooperative agreements
with states, local governments, non-governmental organizations, and individuals to provide for
the maintenance and improvement of natural resources on, or to benefit natural and historic
research on, DoD installations. It also authorizes the maintenance and improvement of natural
resources off of a DoD installation if the agreement will relieve or eliminate challenges that may
interfere with current or anticipated military activities. 16 U.S.C. § 670c-1(a). The CA enabling
the PLI relied on this authority to demonstrate that conservation of RCW habitat off the
installation would benefit the RCW population on Fort Bragg. The Sikes Act remains available to
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support off-post conservation benefiting Army managed natural resources. While the Sikes Act
offers flexibility requiring neither cost-sharing nor cost-matching, it may only be used for the
benefit of either natural resources or natural and historic research. 16 U.S.C. § 670c-1(a).

“Agreements to limit encroachments and other constraints on military training, testing and
operations”, 10 USC §2684a’

By calendar year 2000, it became clear that all branches of the military were faced with the
challenge of avoiding limitations on military training, testing and operations as a result of the
larger issue of "encroachment." The term was broadly understood to mean any limitation on the
ability of a military installation to conduct its mission due to conflicts resulting from the
incompatible development of lands in close proximity to the installation. While the Sikes Act was
effective to address encroachment concerns related to the loss of habitat or other sensitive natural
resources, it addressed natural resources not land uses in neighboring communities.

As a result, Congress provided comprehensive authority to address encroachment around military
installations in the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003 (NDAA FYO03).
Section 28112 of the NDAA FY03 empowered each military department to enter into agreements
with eligible entities to work with landowners in the vicinity of a military installation to avoid
incompatible development of their lands or avoid the loss or degradation of sensitive natural
resources. Eligible entities ("partners") include state and local governments as well as any private
non-governmental organization established for the conservation of land and natural resources,
such as land trusts. The statute expressly authorized the acquisition of interests in real property,
the expenditure of operational funds such as OMA, and the acceptance of a partner's real estate
transactional work if it met standards and practices substantially similar to those employed by the
federal government.

The statute also imposed important limitations. Real property interests, whether a restrictive
easement or fee simple title, were to be acquired through partners (rather than directly by the
Army) from willing sellers. To protect the military's investment in each acquisition, the statute
required each agreement to reserve the right for the Secretary of the military department to
demand the transfer to the U.S. of "all or a portion of the property or interest acquired under the
agreement, or a lesser interest therein."3 The Secretary would only exercise this right to ensure
that the property was not developed for incompatible purposes. Only the minimum real property
interest would be transferred -- in most cases a restrictive easement. Additionally, the Secretary
was authorized to accept the transferred real property interest on behalf of the United States. The
statute authorized but did not mandate partner cost-share.

The Army has implemented section 2684a through the negotiation and execution of multiple year
CAs by warranted Grants Officers with selected partners. Each CA sets forth, among other things,
the purpose of the partnership, the roles and responsibilities of each party, the potential interests
to be acquired in prioritized areas, the relative contribution of funds and services, and the process

]This part of the summary refers to 10 U.S.C. § 2684a as originally enacted in 2002. See Bob Stump National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2003, Pub. L. No. 107314, § 2811(a), 116 Stat. 2457, 2705-07 (2002).
Congress has subsequently amended this section with the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal
Year 2006, Pub. L. No. 109-163, § 2822, 119 Stat. 3135, 3513-14 (2006); the John Warner National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007, Pub. L. No. 109-364, § 2811(g), 120 Stat. 2083, 2473 (2006); and the NDAA
for Fiscal Year 2008, Pub. L. No. 110-181, § 2825, 122 Stat. 3, 545-46 (2008).

% Now codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a.
? Now codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(5).




for negotiating and closing real property transactions. In addition, each CA requires our partners
to include in every recorded deed of transfer the ability of the Army to demand the transfer of a
protective interest in specified circumstances.

Congress has amended 10 U.S.C. 2684a through three subsequent National Defense
Authorization Acts. The specific citations are provided in footnote 1. The next portion of this
summary will discuss each amendment and its impact on the ACUB program.

The National Defense Authorization Acts for Fiscal Years 2006 and 2007
(NDAA FY06 and FY07)

The NDAA FY06 and NDAA FYO07 included amendments to 10 U.S.C. 2684a, some of which
resulted in significant implications for management of the ACUB program. One portion of the
FY06 amendments expanded the scope of agreements to permit addressing real property not only
in the vicinity of an installation but also property ecologically related to an installation.4 The
FY06 amendments provided for cost-sharing or the acquisition cost of the property interest,
leaving it to the particular Secretary’s discretion what the proportion of the cost-share would be
between the U.S. and the partner. This amendment also limited the cost to the Fair Market Value
(FMV) of the property interest, and permitted the partner to contribute funds (including funds
from other federal agencies and state or local governments), or in-kind services, or to donate or
exchange property as their cost-share. 5 The result of the FMV limitation was to effectively limit
the Army’s maximum contribution to the value of a conservation easement over the real property
interest acquired through an ACUB transaction.

In the NDAA FY07, 10 U.S.C. § 2869 was amended to permit real property on an installation
slated for closure or realignment under the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) law or excess
property at an active installation to be used as the Army’s cost-share in an ACUB transaction
under 10 U.S.C. § 2684a.6 Prior to using this authority, the Secretary concerned is required to
notify Congress in advance.7

The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008 (NDAA FY08)

Issues remaining after enactment of the original authorizing legislation and its amendments
through FY07 were whether the Army could exceed the FMV limitation in a specific transaction
and whether it could use appropriated funds to pay for the management of natural resources on
lands protected under the ACUB program (ACUB parcels). Congress addressed both issues in the
NDAA for FY08.

In one provision, Congress expressly authorized the Army to pay "all or a portion" of the costs of
natural resource management on ACUB parcels provided the Army demonstrates a need to
preserve or restore habitat to avoid or limit the adverse impacts of encroachment to an

* National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2006, Pub. L. No. 109-163, § 2822(a); now codified at
10 U.S.C. § 2684a(a).

> 1d. 2822(b); now codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(4)(A), (C), and (E).

® The John Warner National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2007, Pub. L. No. 109-364, § 2811(a), (b), &
(g); codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2869(a) & (b), and 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(4)(B) respectively.

"1d. § 2811(c); codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2869(d).




installation's military mission.8 This clarified that natural resources management costs were
separate from “acquisition costs.”

With respect to the limitation on contribution towards acquisition costs, the NDAA for FY08
amendments provided flexibility to deviate from the FMV limitation in certain instances. If the
Army enters into multiple-year CAs, which is its standard practice, it has the authority to meet the
FMYV limitation of 10 U.S.C. § 2684a by aggregating the total contributions and the value of all
protective interests across the life of the CA. In other words, the Army may exceed the FMV of
its protective interest in an individual transaction as long as the total Army contribution towards
acquisition costs over the course of the CA does not exceed the cumulative FMV of all protective
interests to which the Army is entitled upon expiration of the CA.

In the alternative, Congress provided authority to exceed the FMV limitation applicable to an
individual transaction if the Secretary of the Army provides prior notification to Congress. The
Secretary must provide written notice to both the House and Senate Armed Services Committees
that certifies the military value of the interest in property to be acquired justifies payment
exceeding the FMV of the real property interest and that describes the military value to be
obtained by the acquisition. The transaction may not proceed until either a 14-day or 10-day
period has expired, depending on how the notice was transmitted to the committees. The
preceding discussion explained the legislative amendments to the ACUB authority of 10 U.S.C. §
2684a. However, some related amendments to other statutes occurred in FYO08 and FY09.

Other Legislative Actions Related to the ACUB Program, FY08 and FY09

Another need identified by the Army was the authority to expand the ACUB program to allow
military installations to engage in off-site mitigation for potential adverse impacts to cultural
resources associated with military construction, testing and training activities. The Secretary of
the Army was already authorized to enter into enter into CAs with state or local governments or
other entities to manage and preserve cultural resources on military installations.9 To meet the
need to address cultural resources outside of a military installation, the NDAA for FYO08
expressly expanded the authority to manage cultural resources both on and off of a military
installation ... if the cooperative agreement will directly relieve or eliminate current or
anticipated restrictions that would or might restrict, impede, or otherwise interfere, whether
directly or indirectly, with current or anticipated military training, testing, or operations on a
military installation.10 It is important to note that this provision is independent of and does not
amend or alter any authorities or requirements under 10 U.S.C. § 2684a. Thus, both of these
authorities may be used in concert to identify parcels of land containing combinations of buffer,
natural and cultural resource values, which can be protected and conserved under a single
conservation easement with willing landowners.

¥ National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2008, Pub. L. No. 110-181, § 2825(a); codified at 10
U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(3).

® National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 1997, Pub. L. No. 104-201, § 2862; 110 Stat. 2421,
2804-05 (1996); then codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684(a).

19 National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2008, Pub. L. No. 110-181, § 2824, 122 Stat. 3, 545 (2008); now
codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684(b).




The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2009 (NDAA FY09)

The NDAA FY0911 included two sections that provided additional authority for the DoD to
engage in off-installation conservation. The NDAA FY09 provided DoD with authority to make
payments to conservation banks and "in-lieu-fee" conservation mitigation sponsors to facilitate
military testing, operations, training, military construction, or any other military activity.12 This
authority, also authorized such payments to be treated as eligible military construction costs.13

Additionally, the NDAA FY09 amended the Sikes Act as well, as it relates to cooperative
agreement authority for management of natural resources. Under the Sikes Act, DoD had
authority to enter into cooperative agreements and to expend funds to support limited off-
installation conservation, but only where the Army had been able to establish an ecological
connection between the off-installation habitat being benefitted and our Sikes Act responsibilities
for natural resource management on our installations. The NDAA FY09 expanded DoD's
authority to enter into cooperative agreements under the Sikes Act to fund and participate in off-
installation natural resource mitigation projects that have the potential to relieve or eliminate
current or anticipated restrictions on military activities.14 Through the elimination of the
requirement for an ecological connection to on-installation habitat, this new authority made it
possible for DoD to participate in mitigation projects that are removed geographically from the
installation in question, provided that the project in some way addresses current or anticipated
restrictions on military activities.

The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012 (NDAA FY12)

Although the NDAAs for Fiscal Years 2010 and 2011 made only minor technical and clerical
changes to 10 U.S.C. § 2684a, the NDAA FY 12" made several substantive changes to the
statutory authority to limit encroachment or other constraints on military training, testing, and
operations.'® The NDAA FY 12 added both the authority to protect clear zone areas from
incompatible use or encroachment and a definition of clear zone area.'’ It also clarified the
government’s authority to pay for future monitoring and enforcement costs by making a lump
sum payment to an eligible entity and permitting the entity to place the sum in an interest bearing
account as long as the interest is used for the same purposes as the principal.'® The NDAA FY12
also provided that cooperative agreements or grants under 10 U.S.C. § 2684a may be used to
acquire property or services for the direct benefit of the government.' Furthermore, the NDAA
FY12 amended the provision requiring cooperative agreements to contain a right for the Secretary
concerned to demand transfer of the real estate interest to the United States, authorizing this
requirement to be omitted if the real estate interest was being transferred to a state and the
Secretary determines that state laws will adequately ensure that the property will be used and
developed consistently with the purpose of 2684a -- preventing encroachment of an installation’s

" Duncan Hunter National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for Fiscal Year 2009, Pub. L. No. 110-417, 122 Stat.
4355.

121d. § 311(a), codified at 10 U.S.C. 2694c(a) & (b).

13 1d., codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2694c(c).

' 1d. § 313, codified at 16 U.S.C. § 670c-1(a)(2).

15 National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2012, Pub. L. No. 112-81, 125 Stat. 1298.

'14. § 2813.

71d. §§ 2813(1) and (2), codified at 10 U.S.C. §§ 2684a(a)(3) and 2684a(i)(3) respectively.

¥ 1d. 2813(3)(A), codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(3).

191d. § 2813(2), codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(c).




mission.”’ Finally, the NDAA FY12 added a provision to ensure the anti-encroachment purposes
of the statute continue to be met if the real property interest is transferred to the United States and
another federal agency exercises administrative control over the property but fails to adequately
enforce the real property interest. When the real property interest is transferred to the United
States, the two federal agencies shall enter a memorandum of agreement for the management of
the property, but if the acquiring agency fails to enforce the real property interest and prevent
encroachment, then the Secretary concerned may request transfer of the administrative
jurisdiction and the other agency shall transfer jurisdiction.”’

201d. § 2813(3)(B)(ii), codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(5)(A).
1 1d. § 2813(3)(B)(iii), codified at 10 U.S.C. § 2684a(d)(5)(B).
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SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING

ACUB Military Funds Total Military
Installation State Approval Date Obligated in Funds Obligated
FY11 Through FY11
Aberdeen Proving Ground Maryland 23-Feb-06 $0 $750,000
Fort AP Hill Virginia 5-Aug-05 $2,205,000 $23,591,586
Fort Benning Georgia 23-Feb-06 $181,980 $60,517,470
Fort Bliss Texas 21-Aug-07 $0 $1,174,805
Fort Bragg* North Carolina 5-Aug-05 $3,792,033 $23,368,831
Fort Bragg — USASOC** North Carolina 1-Jul-08 $3,985,967 $10,116,217
Camp Bullis Texas 5-Jun-09 $2,000,000 $7,018,506
Fort Campbell Kentucky 23-Feb-06 $1,450,000 $8,621,691
Fort Carson Colorado 3-Aug-04 $0 $41,565,213
Fort Drum New York 21-Aug-07 $1,200,000 $6,620,421
US Army Garrison, Hawaii Hawaii 14-Mar-05 $2,000,000 $20,667,635
Fort Hood Texas 27-Jun-07 $0 $735,000
Fort Huachuca Arizona 23-Feb-07 $4,833,100 $16,238,200
Fort Irwin California 17-Oct-08 $0 $0
Fort Knox Kentucky 26-Dec-06 $0 $1,000,000
Joint Base Lewis McChord Washington 21-Oct-05 $3,268,892 $6,738,865
Fort Polk Louisiana 14-Jun-06 $0 $4,527,100
Fort Riley Kansas 14-Jun-06 $1,670,000 $8,421,158
Fort Sill Oklahoma 14-Mar-05 $1,436,000 $8,761,000
Fort Stewart Georgia 14-Mar-05 $8,000,000 $39,403,620
Middletown Armed Forees | o nectiout | 24-Aug-10 $1,700,000 $1,700,000
Reserve Center***
TOTAL I ;22072 $291,537,317

* Includes activities from Private Lands Initiative

** Consists of private lands outside of Fort Bragg that are currently utilized by the Special Operations
Command to conduct Field Training Exercises.
***While not an IMCOM installation, it is managed by IMCOM ACUB program managers.
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SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING

Military Funds Obligated in FY11 at IMCOM Installations
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SUMMARY OF EXECUTION

T Total Funds Executed Total Acres
Installation State Funds Executed in FY11 | Protected in Through FY11 1,’; l?‘e“el‘li
Military Partner FY11 Military Partner Fl;({)il lg
Aberdeen Proving | . jand 50 50 0 $750,000 | $731,994 162
Ground
Fort AP Hill Virginia | $1,450,566 | $3,735,952 1,777 $12,797,866 | $9,128,813 8,868
Fort Benning Georgia | $2,972,799 $10,944 1,262 $22,857,590 | $2,607,815 8,633
Fort Bliss Texas $0 $0 0 $1,174,805 $80,012 5,169
Fort Bragg* North $3,080,700 | $1,719,463 720 $18,211,088 | $36,807,689 16,000
Carolina
Fort Bragg — North
US Asoéi* Comping | 3,119,503 | 186,359 812 $5,010,720 | $236,459 1415
Camp Bullis Texas $3,157,017 | $3,657,000 870 $3,157,017 | $18,707,000 3,870
Fort Campbell Kentucky | $4,063,650 | $663,000 1,849 $6,835,678 | $2,604,082 2,800
Fort Carson Colorado | $11,943,208 | $41,916 7,045 $39,971,982 | $292,706 24,190
Fort Drum New York | $1,307,571 $136,800 785 $2,544,509 $289,315 1,503
US Army Garrison |y 00w 30 $0 0 $10,433,680 | $21,458,364 10312
Hawaii
Fort Hood Texas $0 $0 0 $67,025 $0 0
Fort Huachuca Arizona $5,005,302 $50,268 2,127 $8,630,316 | $2,816,268 4,083
Fort Irwin California $0 $0 0 $0 $0 0
Fort Knox Kentucky $0 $0 0 $666,306 $48,463 308
Joint Base Lewls | v, pinoton | $708305 | $835,023 0 $2,316206 | $7.442,673 1,025
McChord
Fort Polk Louisiana $0 $0 0 $0 $0 0
Fort Riley Kansas $1,584,570 $0 556 $4,725,283 | $3,564,326 10,198
Fort Sill Oklahoma | $2,176,000 $6,200 566 $7,272,937 | $2,607,615 3,074
Fort Stewart Georgia | $17,677,377 | $2,859,285 6,339 $35221,429 | $7,094,535 11,153
Middletown Armed
Forces Reserve Connecticut | $1,700,000 $49,000 54 $1,700,000 $49,000 54
Center***
TOTAL B 559,946,567 | $13,951,210 | 24,761 | $184,344,438 | $116,567,129 | 112,816

* Includes activities from Private Lands Initiative
** Consists of private lands outside of Fort Bragg that are currently utilized by the Special Operations Command to
conduct Field Training Exercises.
***While not an IMCOM installation, it is managed by the IMCOM ACUB program managers.
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SUMMARY OF EXECUTED FUNDING

Military and Partner Funds Executed in FY11 at IMCOM Installations
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NGB INSTALLATION DATA

16




SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING

ACUB 1\:“11111;?1? Total Military
Installation State Approval i . Funds Obligated
Date Obligatedin | "y o oh FY11
FY11
Camp Blanding Florida 23-Sep-03 $2,000,000 $5,650,000
Fort Custer Michigan 1-Mar-06 $0 $1,000,000
Fort Pickett Virginia 10-Dec-07 $1,500,000 $3,975,000
Camp Rilea Oregon 20-Mar-08 $0 $1,000,000
Camp Ripley Minnesota 3-May-04 $2,500,000 $17,446,500
Camp Roberts California 14-Dec-08 $1,983,100 $2.983,000
Camp San Luis Obispo California 1-Mar-06 $1,000,000 $2,825,000
Camp Shelby Mississippi 26-Dec-06 $0 $1,915,000
Midlands Area Joint Installation | g\ carglina | 1-Jul-08 $500,000 $3,430,000
Consortium*
TOTAL $9,483,100 $40,224,500

* Joint ACUB venture by McEntire Joint National Guard Base, McCrady Training Center, Fort Jackson, Shaw Air

Force Base, and Poinsett Range.
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SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING

Military Funds Obligated in FY11 at NGB Installations
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SUMMARY OF EXECUTION

Acres Total Funds Executed Total Acres
Installation State Funds Executed in FY11 Protected in Through FY11 I:[‘rl;):(e"clte:
Military Partner FY11 Military Partner FYlig
Camp Blanding Florida $3,059,496 $0 1,159 $5,684,196 $48,534,552 17,137
Fort Custer Michigan $0 $0 0 $1,000,000 $1,050,000 326
Fort Pickett Virginia $2,039,184 $904,386 1,783 $3,032,402 $2,224,713 3,252
Camp Rilea Oregon $0 $0 0 $1,000,000 $459,700 109
Camp Ripley Minnesota $2,474,272 $3,171,781 2,030 $14,409,126 | $51,083,177 29,254
Camp Roberts California $936,915 $259,550 285 $936,915 $259,550 285
CamgbsisgoL‘“S California $850,000 $148,470 189 $1,550,000 | $964,670 1,342
Camp Shelby Mississippi $0 $0 0 $1,134,353 $115,251 611
Midlands Area South
Joint Installation u $0 $1,100,400 734 $580,536 $12,139,690 4,997
. Carolina
Consortium#*
TOTAL I 50339867 | 55,584,587 6,180 $29,327,528 | $116,831,303 | 57,313

* Joint ACUB venture by McEntire Joint National Guard Base, McCrady Training Center, Fort Jackson, Shaw Air Force Base, and

Poinsett Range
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SUMMARY OF EXECUTED FUNDING

Military and Partner Funds Executed in FY11 at NGB Installations
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ALL ARMY INSTALLATION DATA
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FY11
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$40,224,500

$331,761,817

Total Military Funds
Obligated Through

Military Funds
FY11
$37,722,972
$9,483,100
$47,206,072

Obligated in

Total

Military Funds Obligated in FY11 at all ACUB Installations
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SUMMARY OF EXECUTION
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IMCOM ACUB PROJECTS
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Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland

ACUB Approval Date: 23 February 2006

Installation Description: Aberdeen Proving Ground (APG) houses the most diverse
testing facility within DoD - Aberdeen Test Center (ATC). The ATC is the leading center
for automotive testing, manned and unmanned ground vehicles, guns and munitions
testing, as well as live-fire vulnerability/lethality assessment. As a multi-purpose proving
ground with the advantage of a temperate climate, Aberdeen’s one-stop test center
efficiently meets the overarching needs of the DoD acquisition community. All Army
tactical vehicles require rigorous testing prior to use in combat. ATC’s automotive test
courses at Munson, Perryman, and Churchville analyze a vehicle’s agility, mobility, and
reliability at wartime levels. These world-renowned tracks are irreplaceable and critical to
Army vehicle testing.

Challenge: The Churchville Test Area (CTA), part of the ATC, is located approximately
10 miles northwest of the APG main post. The track is designed to simulate extremely
hilly and cross-country terrain for wheeled and tracked vehicle endurance and reliability
testing. CTA is located in a section of Harford County that was once an isolated
agricultural area, but has been experiencing recent accelerated population growth and
housing development. Most of the existing land adjacent to the test area is protected
through state and county land preservation programs. However, a 162-acre parcel of land
adjacent to the northern boundary of the CTA remained vulnerable to potential residential
land use. Development on this land would have likely resulted in restrictions on the CTA
due to the generation of dust, noise, and vibration.

ACUB Objective: In early 2007, Harford Land Trust (HLT) purchased an easement on
the 162-acre parcel of land adjacent to CTA’s northern boundary with the assistance of
military funds. Harford Land Trust leveraged military funds against the county’s
Agricultural Preservation Program to create a win-win-win solution for the Army, the
land trust, and the landowner. The one-time, one-parcel ACUB project at Aberdeen
Proving Ground’s CTA proactively addressed the growing concern that an incompatible
land use could impact the future viability of the military test track.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Harford Land Trust

Partner Mission: HLT is Harford County’s first and only county-wide land trust. Their
mission is to protect tracts of agricultural and natural landscapes that provide significant
benefits to the citizens of Harford County, Md.

APG Funds Acres Military Funds | Partner Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $750,000 162 $750,000 $731,994 $1,481,994
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Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia

ACUB Approval Date: 5 August 2005

Installation Description: Fort A.P. Hill (FAPH) is a world-class training installation
committed to providing the highest quality training lands, state of the art live-fire ranges,
as well as modern training facilities and camp sites. Encompassing 76,000 acres, FAPH is
one of the largest military installations on the east coast and is the closest training center
to the National Capital Region. Thirty training and maneuver areas totaling 44,000 acres
are available for quality year-round use by all services, Active Duty, National Guard, and
Reserve units, as well as non-DoD federal and civilian organizations. The installation
leases 111 acres of property on the Rappahannock River for float bridge construction
exercises and river access. The large size of FAPH allows space for two infantry brigades
and large-scale combat service support exercises, providing an ideal location to prepare
for a Joint Readiness Training Center rotation.

Challenge: For most of its history, FAPH has been surrounded by rural land, far from
development. However, in recent years counties adjoining the installation have been
experiencing significant growth in close proximity to FAPH. Unless addressed,
population growth in surrounding counties will lead to increased conflicts between the
facility and its neighbors, restrictions to training, and ultimately a significant reduction in
the training capability. Additionally, federally-listed species on the installation include
swamp pink (Helonias bullata) and small whorled pogonia (Isotria medeoloides).

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at Fort A.P. Hill is to
sustain the military mission by ensuring that open lands surrounding the installation
remain in their current/natural state in order to protect operational readiness and on-post
training activities. The ACUB program also seeks to protect key natural habitats,
ecological systems, and the associated flora and fauna, while supporting regional
objectives to protect remaining farming and forestry land uses.

Cooperative Agreement Partners: The Trust for Public Land (TPL), The Nature
Conservancy (TNC), and The Conservation Fund (TCF)

Partner Missions: The TPL conserves land for people to enjoy as parks, community
gardens, historic sites, rural lands, and other natural places, ensuring livable communities
for generations to come. TNC preserves the plants, animals, and natural communities that
represent the diversity of life on Earth by protecting the lands and waters they need to
survive. TCF pioneers a balanced, non-advocacy, non-membership approach to
conservation, one that blends environmental and economic goals and objectives.

AP Hill Funds Acres Military Funds | Partner Funds Total

! Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 | $2,205,000 1,777 $1,450,566 $3,735,952 $5,186,518
Through FY11 | $23,591,586 | 8,633 $12,797,866 $9,128,813 $21,926,679
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Fort Benning, Georgia

ACUB Approval Date: 23 February 2006

Installation Description: Located on 182,000 contiguous acres in Georgia and
Alabama, Fort Benning is a self-sufficient military community providing support to more
than 120,000 military, family members, reserve component Soldiers, retirees and civilian
employees on a daily basis. The installation is a power projection platform (PPP) with the
capability to deploy combat-ready forces by air, rail, and highway. Fort Benning is home
to the Western Hemisphere Institute for Security Cooperation, 75th Ranger Regiment,
3rd Brigade of the 3rd Infantry Division (Mechanized), 14th Combat Support Hospital, as
well as many additional tenant units. In addition, BRAC 2005 designated Fort Benning as
the home of the new Maneuver Center of Excellence.

Challenge: Development adjacent to Fort Benning impacts both the military’s training
mission as well as the unique habitat that exists around the installation. Land nearby Fort
Benning provides critical habitat for the continued existence of the endangered Red-
cockaded Woodpecker (Picoides borealis), the threatened gopher tortoise (Gopherus
polyphemus), as well as several plant species including the endangered relict trillium
(Trillium reliqguum). Training restrictions due to encroachment have been manageable in
the past, although increased growth and development are presenting new land use
challenges to the installation.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at Fort Benning is to
maintain rural and other conservation-friendly land uses on property adjacent to the
installation that will sustain Fort Benning’s ability to fulfill both its military and
stewardship missions. The ACUB program creates buffers around Fort Benning with land
uses that are compatible with both military training and regional conservation efforts.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Nature Conservancy

Partner Mission: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals, and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive. Emphasis is placed on maintaining
the natural communities that represent the vast diversity of the Chattahoochee Fall Line
region. With the assistance and support of Fort Benning and the ACUB program, TNC is
working with private landowners adjacent to the installation to sustain rural and
conservation-friendly land uses.

Bennin Funds Acres Military Funds | Partner Funds Total

g Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
InFY11 | $181,980 1,262 $2,979,799 $10,944 $2,990,743
Through FY11 | $60,517,470 8,633 $22,857,590 $2,607,815 | $25,465,405
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Installation Description: Fort Bliss is a multi-mission installation that functions as a
power projection platform (PPP) for rapid deployment of military power. Covering nearly
1.12 million acres, Fort Bliss is becoming the Army’s largest maneuver installation for
heavy armor units and provides the largest contiguous tract of virtually unrestricted
airspace in the continental United States. BRAC 2005 has changed the primary mission
of Fort Bliss to supporting a heavy mechanized division (1st Armor Division). This
includes a complex of facilities, training areas, and ranges which are located in three
separate sub-areas including McGregor (in the Tularosa Basin), Dofia Ana (west near the
Organ Mountains), and Orogrande (northern central part of the installation).

Fort Bliss, Texas

ACUB Approval Date: 21 August 2007

Challenge: Fort Bliss operations frequently generate high noise levels. The results of a
noise analysis conducted by the U.S. Army Center for Health Promotion and Preventive
Medicine projected that four Heavy Brigade Combat Teams using the gunnery ranges and
artillery impact areas on the Dofia Ana Range Complex would result in noise impacts off
the installation in the vicinity of Chaparral, New Mexico. Residential development in this
area would likely result in restrictions on the time and type of future operations
conducted at the Dofia Ana range complex. In addition to noise complaints, ambient light
pollution resulting from development could seriously impact the use of night vision
systems. The Orogrande and McGregor Range areas are also at risk for restrictions from
noise traveling off post and other incompatibilities with residential land uses.

ACUB Objective: The objective of the ACUB program at Fort Bliss is to protect
sections of state trust lands, Bureau of Land Management lands and other private lands in
New Mexico near Chaparral and Orogrande, and in Texas near the McGregor Range.

Purchase Agreement Partner: New Mexico State Land Office

Partner Mission: The New Mexico State Land Office (NMSLO) manages 13 million
acres of state trust lands to ensure that children can attend schools of excellence. More
than 150 years ago Congress gave the lands “in trust” to support education. Today,
revenues earned from energy production, agriculture, and economic development on trust
lands pay teachers, build buildings, and buy books.

Bliss Funds Acres Military Funds | Partner Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $1,174,805 | 5,169 $1,174,805 $80,012 $1,254,817
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Fort Bragg, North Carolina

ACUB Approval Date: 5 August 2005

Installation Description: Known as the “Home of the Airborne and Special Operations
Forces”, Fort Bragg is the Army’s premier power projection platform (PPP). The XVIII
Airborne Corps and the 82nd Airborne Division are housed on the installation, as well as
the U.S. Army Special Operations Command and the U.S. Army Parachute Team (the
Golden Knights). The primary mission at Fort Bragg is to maintain the XVIII Airborne
Corps as a strategic crisis response force, manned and trained to rapidly deploy anywhere
in the world by air, sea, and land, prepared to fight upon arrival and win.

Challenge: Fort Bragg is located in the Sandhills region of North Carolina, which is
recognized as one of the last remaining strongholds of longleaf pine in the southeast. The
endangered Red-cockaded Woodpecker (RCW, Picoides borealis) lives primarily in
longleaf pine habitat. Due to development, short rotation forestry, and related fire
suppression, only five percent of this historic habitat remains functional today. Fort
Bragg has been forced to implement restrictions on training lands in the past in an effort
to protect the RCW and its habitat. Preservation and management of the longleaf pine and
wiregrass ecosystem is essential to protecting both the RCW and the military mission at
Fort Bragg.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at Fort Bragg is to
restore and protect RCW habitat in the Sandhills region of North Carolina. The North
Carolina Sandhills Conservation Partnership was formed by Fort Bragg and its ACUB
partners, which initiated the first ACUB program. Over 12,000 acres of longleaf pine
habitat have been preserved through the Fort Bragg Sandhills Partnership, with efforts
underway to acquire additional conservation easements to form a cohesive ecosystem in
the Sandhills area. The ACUB program at Fort Bragg has reduced training restrictions,
protected critical areas on the installation’s southern boundary, enhanced connectivity in
the northeast training area, and buffered a new special forces training facility on Camp
Mackall.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Nature Conservancy

Partner Mission: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive.

Br Funds Acres | Military Funds | Partner Funds Total
age Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 | $3,792,033 720 $3,080,700 $1,719,463 $4,800,163
Through FY11 | $23,268,831 | 16,000 $18,211,088 $36,807,689 | $55,018,777
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Fort Bragg — U.S. Army Special Operations Command, North Carolina

ACUB Approval Date: 1 July 2008

Installation Description: The 1st Special Warfare Training Group (A) of the U.S. Army
Special Operations Command (USASOC), Fort Bragg, North Carolina trains Soldiers to

survive in today’s asymmetrical battlefield. The Survive, Evade, Resist, and Escape

(SERE) course trains Soldiers in survival fieldcraft, evasion, and escape techniques, and

resistance to interrogation. The course is taught 25 miles southwest of Fort Bragg at

Camp Mackall, with the final phase being a four-day field training exercise (FTX). The
ability to realistically apply the skills taught in the SERE course is an essential link in the
Soldier’s complete understanding of the fundamentals of successful survival and evasion.

The SERE FTX is conducted through maneuver agreements on private lands in the

Carthage area of North Carolina through informal land use agreements. These lands are
some of the most pristine in the state of North Carolina, with clean water and an
environment essential to teaching students to survive off the land. Although located in a
transitional zone representing both Piedmont and Sandhills types of ecosystems, the lands
currently used for the FTXs are outside of the endangered Red-cockaded Woodpecker
(Picoides borealis) habitat for which Fort Bragg is a critical land manager.

Challenge: The lands which have historically served as a location for the SERE FTX are
facing an imminent risk of land use conversion and clear cutting, which threatens the
training realism required for the FTX. The pace of development, rising land values, and
maintenance costs have pressured landowners to reconsider allowing the Army to use
their lands for training. It will be impossible to operate the SERE course and secure the

USASOC training mission purely based on informal agreements with landowners.

ACUB Objective: Fort Bragg and USASOC are implementing a comprehensive ACUB
program to protect the natural landscape in the region which supports FTXs. The
objective of the program is to protect land through both acquisition and conservation
easements where the landowner is a willing participant. Land that is protected through the
ACUB program will provide a permanent realistic setting for future SERE students to
complete their FTXs, as well as protect high conservation value land.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Sandhills Area Land Trust

Partner Mission: The Sandhills Area Land Trust (SALT) is a community-based non-
profit organization that offers assistance and education to help the public and landowners
find ways to protect their lands and natural resources in the face of ever-growing

development pressures.

Funds Acres Military Funds | Partner Funds Total

ORI R0E Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 | $3,985,967 812 $3,119,503 $186,359 $3,305,862
Through FY11 | $10,116,217 | 1,415 $5,010,720 $236,459 $5,247,179
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Camp Bullis, Texas

=

Installation Description: Camp Bullis is a 27,887 acre sub-installation of Fort Sam
Houston (FSH), Texas. The BRAC 2005 reorganization designated FSH home of enlisted
medical training for all U.S. Military Forces. Camp Bullis serves primarily as the field-
training environment in support of the curriculum of the Academy of Health Sciences and
the Joint Medical Readiness Training Center under the Army Medical Department Center
& School from FSH. Other units with permanent facilities at Camp Bullis include the
Texas Army National Guard (141st Infantry, Mechanized), Airways Facility Sector-
Federal Aviation Administration, 95th Division U.S. Army 6th Military Intelligence
Battalion, U.S. Air Force 343rd Training Squadron, and Inter-American Air Force
Academy Field Training. The mission at Camp Bullis is to provide quality ranges,
training areas, airspace, facilities, outdoor recreation programs, and necessary installation
support to all active duty services, Reserve and National Guard units, law enforcement
agencies, and various civic groups.

ACUB Approval Date: 5 June 2009

Challenge: The primary concern at Camp Bullis is Endangered Species Act mandated
compliance related to the endangered Golden-cheeked Warbler (GCW, Dendroica
chrysoparia) and, to a lesser degree, the Black-capped Vireo (Vireo atricapilla), and
three karst invertebrates. As development around Camp Bullis continues to decrease the
amount of suitable GCW habitat, populations of the GCW have increased on the
installation, resulting in training restrictions.

ACUB Objective: The objective of the ACUB program at Camp Bullis is to mitigate
potential mission-critical compatibility problems caused by rapidly increasing
urbanization around the installation. Protecting off-post GCW habitats within Proposed
Recovery Unit 5 will relieve training restrictions on Camp Bullis.

Cooperative Agreement Partners: The Nature Conservancy and Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department

Partner Missions: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive. The mission of Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department (TPWD) is to manage and conserve the natural and cultural
resources of Texas and to provide hunting, fishing, and outdoor recreation opportunities
for the use and enjoyment of present and future generations.

Bulli Funds Acres | Military Funds | Partner Funds Total
uihs Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 | $2,000,000 870 $3,157,017 $3,657,000 $6,814,017
Through FY11 | $7,018,506 | 3,870 $18,707,000 $18,707,000 | $37,414,000
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Fort Campbell, Kentucky

ACUB Approval Date: 23 February 2006

Installation Description: Fort Campbell serves as a power projection platform (PPP),
able to deploy mission-ready contingency forces by air, rail, highway, and inland
waterway. The installation is home to the 101st Airborne Division (Air Assault), 160th
Special Operations Aviation Regiment, 5th Special Forces Group, and 86th Combat
Support Hospital. To fulfill its mission to advance combat readiness through training,
mobilization, and deployment, the installation houses multiple training areas, Basic
Weapons Marksmanship Ranges, Live-Fire Maneuver Ranges, artillery firing points,
drop zones, observation points, Military Operations in Urban Terrain facilities, and
landing zones. Fort Campbell contains the Army’s largest airfield (Campbell Army
Airfield), spanning over 2,500 acres, and serves as a secondary landing site for the
National Aeronautics & Space Administration and the space shuttle.

Challenge: Privately-owned lands adjacent to Fort Campbell have historically served as
over-flight areas and noise buffers for on-post training activities. Incompatible
development in the region is beginning to fragment these open spaces, and a significant
amount of ambient light pollution could impact Fort Campbell’s critical night operations
training. Also, Fort Campbell is home to two endangered species: the gray bat (Myotis
grisescens) and the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis). Loss of habitat outside the fence line
could result in additional training restrictions on-post in an effort to protect the species.
Continued development along installation boundaries will ultimately result in the
degradation of Fort Campbell’s military training and deployment capabilities.

ACUB Objective: The ACUB objective at Fort Campbell is to establish protective
buffers around the installation in order to reduce future encroachment impacts such as
ambient light pollution and habitat destruction. Primary efforts are focused on acquiring
buffer lands immediately surrounding Campbell Army Airfield and Sabre Army Heliport,
both which are used extensively during nighttime training.

Cooperative Agreement Partners: The Land Trust for Tennessee and the Kentucky
Department of Agriculture

Partner Mission: The Land Trust for Tennessee (LTT) has a mission to preserve the
unique character of Tennessee’s natural and historic landscapes and sites for future
generations. The Kentucky Department of Agriculture (KDA) has a mission to
permanently preserve prime agricultural lands within the state.

Funds Acres Military Partner Total
Lermpoal Obligated | Protected Funds Funds Cost
Expended Expended
In FY11 | $1,450,000 1,849 $4,063,650 | $663,000 | $4,726,650
Through FY11 | $8,621,691 2,800 $6,835,678 | $2,604,082 | $9,439,760
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Fort Carson, Colorado

ACUB Approval Date: 3 August 2004

Installation Description: As one of the premier training facilities in the Army and a
power projection platform (PPP), Fort Carson trains, mobilizes, deploys, and sustains
combat-ready forces. Some units on the installation include the 4th Infantry Division,
43rd Sustainment Brigade, 71st Explosive Ordnance Group, and 10th Special Forces
Group. Fort Carson can accommodate a wide variety of training including extensive
maneuver training (both mounted and dismounted), airborne training, and weapons
training. Numerous vehicle maintenance facilities and a complete tank engine depot
maintenance and dynamometer testing facility are used to support the installation’s
demanding training mission. The Butts Army Airfield is an active runway and hanger
facility used primarily by Army rotary-wing aircraft.

Challenge: An increase in suburban sprawl in close proximity to Fort Carson could
cause limitations on the installation’s ability to effectively train Soldiers in the future.
Located adjacent to the eastern foothills of the Rocky Mountains, south of Colorado
Springs and north of Pueblo, Fort Carson hosts a valuable “view shed” that is attracting
development to its borders. As local residential housing increases and habitat decreases,
species are forced to seek refuge on Fort Carson. The Mountain Plover (Charadrius
montanus) and Mexican Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis lucida) are two of the sensitive
species that are found on and around the installation. In addition to potential protected
species restrictions, the installation must address dust and noise impacts to neighboring
communities, as well as the affects of ambient light pollution on Soldier training.

ACUB Objective: The objective of the ACUB program at Fort Carson is to support
Soldier training through the purchase of conservation easements and land from willing
sellers adjacent to the installation, especially along the southern and eastern boundaries.
Protection of lands adjacent to Fort Carson is concurrently preserving critical habitat for
protected species as well as buffering the installation from training generated noise and
dust impacts to the surrounding communities. Restricting incompatible development is
also mitigating the impacts of ambient light pollution on the training mission.

Cooperative Agreement Partners: The Nature Conservancy and El Paso County

Partner Missions: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive. The objective of El Paso County
(EPC) is to support Fort Carson’s mission by reducing or eliminating the development or
use of property adjacent to or near Fort Carson.

Funds Acres Military Partner Total
EETR] Obligated | Protected Funds Funds Cost
Expended Expended
In FY11 $0 7,045 $11,943,208 $41,916 $11,985,124
Through FY11 | $41,565,213 | 24,190 | $39,971,982 | $292,706 | $40,264,688
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Fort Drum, New York

ACUB Approval Date: 21 August 2007

Installation Description: Fort Drum consists of 107,265 acres located in the northern
region of New York State. The mission at Fort Drum includes commanding active
component units assigned to the installation, providing administrative and logistical
support to tenant units, providing support to active and reserve units from all Services in
training at Fort Drum, as well as planning and support for the mobilization and training of
almost 80,000 troops annually. The 10th Mountain Division, a light infantry division of
the U.S. Army serving under the XVIII Airborne Corps, designed for rapid deployment
anywhere in the world, is currently based at Fort Drum. The unit’s specialty involves
fighting efficiently in harsh conditions.

Challenge: The properties that neighbor Fort Drum have historically served as noise and
over-flight buffer zones for the installation. Fort Drum and the surrounding areas also
contain an abundance of wetlands and grasslands which provide valuable habitat to a
wide range of wildlife, including several species of waterfowl. In recent years these lands
which were once characterized as rural are showing potential for a high acceleration in
development due to increased use of Fort Drum. Additionally, range expansion on the
installation provides a greater need for the protection of ecosystem functions off-post to
ensure wetlands are maintained and species have the land they need to survive. It is
essential that Fort Drum retain their existing inventory of training and maneuver lands so
that present and future training requirements are supported.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at Fort Drum is to
preserve the current character around the installation in order to avoid development that

is incompatible with the installation’s mission and training activities. Ducks Unlimited
and the Army have agreed to work together to fulfill the goals and objectives of the
ACUB program by cooperatively protecting, restoring, and enhancing land adjacent to
Fort Drum, including wetlands, uplands, and waterfowl habitat. Through the utilization of
conservation easements and the acquisition of development rights from willing
landowners, the ACUB program at Fort Drum will prevent incompatible changes in land
use and protect the wildlife habitat adjacent to the installation on a permanent or long-
term basis.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Ducks Unlimited

Partner Mission: The mission of Ducks Unlimited (DU) is to conserve, restore, and
manage wetlands and associated habitats for North America’s waterfowl and other
wildlife species. This includes facilitating the preservation of open land to prevent its
development.

Military Partner
Drum Funds Acres Funds Funds Total

Obligated | Protected Expended | Expended Cost

In FY11 | $1,200,000 785 $1,307,571 $136,800 | $1,444,371
Through FY11 | $6,620,421 1,503 $2,544,509 | $289,315 | $2,833,824
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U.S. Army Garrison, Hawaii

ACUB Approval Date: 14 March 2005

Installation Description: U.S. Army Garrison, Hawaii (USAG-HI) is an essential power
projection platform (PPP) for the Pacific theater due to its ability to very quickly deploy
units to the west. USAG-HI, which consists of seven major training installations in
addition to several administrative installations, includes the sub-installations of Schofield
Barracks and Pohakuloa Training Area training range communities. The installation
functions primarily as a training center for Soldiers of the 25th Infantry Division (Light),
which can mobilize quickly in support of combat operations, disaster relief missions, as
well as other operations involving U.S. and foreign armed forces. USAG-HI training
areas also support other Army, Army Reserve, Marine Corps, and Hawaii Army National
Guard units. Furthermore, other U.S. forces stationed in the Pacific Region use USAG-HI
training areas on an as-needed basis.

Challenge: Multiple species listed under the Endangered Species Act, including the
Oahu Elepaio (Chasiempis sandwichensis ibidis), three species of tree snail and more
than 20 species of plants, depend on the unique habitat in and around USAG-HI for
survival. In order to train on USAG-HI lands, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service requires
the installation to protect these species on and off post. Additionally, complaints of noise,
dust, and over-flight helicopter activity from adjacent urban development is a challenge
to the installation’s training capability. Protecting land which directly buffers military
roads and firing ranges will promote ideal training scenarios.

ACUB Objective: The objective of the ACUB program at USAG-HI is to support and
sustain the military training mission by avoiding land-use conflicts while protecting and
managing critical habitat for threatened and endangered species in the vicinity of the
installation. The USAG-HI ACUB program represents the first time that all military
services have collaborated to establish buffers. The mission of the partnership is to
“Protect the natural areas that nurture Oahu” by purchasing or managing titles or
easements to properties of high value to the participants as permanent open space.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Trust for Public Land

Partner Mission: The Trust for Public Land (TPL) is a national, non-profit, land
conservation organization that conserves land for people to enjoy as parks, community
gardens, historic sites, rural lands, and other natural places, ensuring livable communities
for generations to come.

Milita; Partner
e IR o B S
Expended Expended
InFY11 | $2,000,000 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 $20,667,635 10,312 $10,433,680 | $21,458,364 | $31,892,044
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Installation Description: Located on 217,337 acres, Fort Hood is the largest active duty
armored installation in the United States, and is the only installation in the U.S. capable
of supporting two full armored divisions. Installation assets include over 400 miles of
tank trails, two Army Airfields, and approximately 70 training range facilities. Fort Hood
is home to Headquarters Command III Corps, 1st Cavalry Division, 4th Infantry
Division, 3rd Armored Cavalry Regiment, 36th Engineer Brigade, 13th Sustainment
Command (Expeditionary), 13th Finance Management Center, 89th Military Police
Brigade, 504th Battlefield Surveillance Brigade, 21st Cavalry Brigade (Air Combat), and
Army Operational Test Command, as well as various other units and tenant
organizations.

Fort Hood, Texas

ACUB Approval Date: 27 June 2007

Challenge: The nearby cities of Killeen, Copperas Cove, and Gatesville are
experiencing substantial increases in population growth, which are unregulated by zoning
or other comprehensive planning. Residential development adjacent to the installation
could result in the closure or reduced use of maneuver areas near Food Hood boundaries.
Maximum utilization of the available land on Fort Hood is necessary in order to conduct
the training activities required by doctrine. Training restrictions due to noise (ground
maneuver, aviation, and live-fire training) and air quality degradation (training smoke,
pyrotechnics, and maneuver-generated dust) would likely result from development along
installation boundaries, particularly along the western boundary which is adjacent to the
installation’s primary maneuver range. In addition, the Golden-cheeked Warbler
(Dendroica chrysoparia) and the Black-capped Vireo (Vireo atricapilla), two federally
endangered birds, are found on Fort Hood.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at Fort Hood is to
maintain compatible land uses through the implementation of conservation easements
with willing landowners. Maintaining the current rural and agricultural land uses adjacent
to the installation will prevent potential conflicts from arising with future training
exercises conducted on Fort Hood.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: American Farmland Trust, Inc.

Partner Mission: American Farmland Trust’s (AFT) mission is to help farmers and
ranchers protect their land, produce a healthier environment, and build successful
communities.

Funds Acres Military Partner Total
50 Obligated | Protected Funds Funds Cost
Expended Expended
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $735,000 0 $67,025 $0 $67,025
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Fort Huachuca, Arizona

ACUB Approval Date: 23 February 2007

Installation Description: Located approximately 60 miles southeast of Tucson,
Arizona, Fort Huachuca is nestled between the ridges of the Huachuca Mountains and the
valley of the Upper San Pedro River. The primary missions at Fort Huachuca include
intelligence and unmanned aviation warfighter training and testing, Army global network
management, mission-ready forces deployment and redeployment, and Army and Air
Force manned aircraft training and operational missions. The testing mission covers a
wide range of command, control, communications, computer, intelligence, surveillance,
and reconnaissance systems. These training and testing missions take advantage of the
extremely quiet radio frequency environment and frequency authorizations assigned to
Fort Huachuca. The installation also contains major airfield facilities for both fixed-wing
and rotary wing aircraft.

Challenge: Current training restrictions on Fort Huachuca are due to federally-listed
species. Physical encroachment by rapidly increasing residential growth throughout the
region could further limit the use of installation airfields and training lands. Maintaining
low levels of electronic interference and lines of sight in the immediate vicinity of Fort
Huachuca is critical to preserving the installation’s complex training and testing missions.
The ability to test systems and equipment over large landscapes in real-world conditions
is critical to fielding the best equipment for our Soldiers. As urban growth continues
adjacent to Fort Huachuca, encroachment impacts on airspace, water quality, and the
electromagnetic spectrum will ultimately result in the degradation of military training and
deployment capabilities.

ACUB Objective: The primary objectives of the Fort Huachuca ACUB program are to:
secure Soldier training by reducing protected species restrictions on the training and
testing mission; protect land adjacent to the installation from incompatible development;
aggressively manage the regional water table adjacent to the San Pedro Riparian Area
and its associated critical habitat for the endangered Huachuca water umbel (Lilaeopsis
schaffneriana var. recurva); and minimize the expansion of electromagnetic background
noise that could adversely impact the installation’s capability to conduct realistic
electromagnetic training and testing.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Nature Conservancy

Partner Mission: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals, and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive.

Funds Acres Military Partner Total

SlaEEs Obligated | Protected . . Cost
& Expended Expended
InFY11 | $4,833,100 2,127 $5,005,302 $50,268 $5,055,570

Through FY11 | $16,238,200 | 4,083 $8,630,316 | $2,816,268 | $11,446,584
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Fort Irwin, California

ACUB Approval Date: 17 October 2008

Installation Description: The National Training Center (NTC) at Fort Irwin is one of
three Combat Training Centers for the Army and allows military leaders and Soldiers to
train in an environment that most closely replicates the current and future battlefield.
Since its inception, the NTC mission has been to provide challenging, realistic combined
arms training under conditions that our military is likely to face in actual combat. Fort
Irwin’s size, remoteness, and training infrastructure make it the only place worldwide
where the Army has the capability to conduct joint service instrumented, live training
with unit equipment, and tactical systems for a full brigade combat team, including all of
its supporting elements. In addition to training active Army units, the NTC conducts
training with the Army Reserve, National Guard, Air Force, Navy, Marine Corps, Special
Operations Forces, other federal agencies, and foreign military services.

Challenge: Two species on the NTC, the endangered Lane Mountain Milk-vetch
(Astragalus jaegerianus) and the threatened Mojave population of the Desert Tortoise
(Gopherus agassizii), have been awarded federal protection under the Endangered
Species Act. The installation also hosts a number of sensitive species, such as the
Mohave ground squirrel (Spermophilus mohavensis), Gila Woodpecker (Melanerpes
uropygialis), and Least Bell’s Vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus). To ease training restrictions
and maximize use of training land on Fort Irwin, internal encroachment due to sensitive
species must be mitigated.

ACUB Objective: The advances in military technology and the need to address those
advances safely in a realistic training environment are the driving factors for Fort Irwin’s
ACUB program. Fort Irwin’s goal is to partner with eligible entities to acquire the Ord
Mountain fee holdings with voluntary relinquishment of the associated grazing allotment,
and agreement from the Bureau of Land Management (BLM) not to reissue the
permit/lease. By accomplishing this, Fort Irwin can maintain Soldier readiness by
reducing training restrictions and protecting valuable habitat for sensitive species located
on and around the installation.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Although Fort Irwin has an approved ACUB
proposal and have identified groups who are in support of the program, they have yet to
establish a cooperative agreement partnership.

Irwin Funds Acres | Military Funds | Partner Funds Total

W Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
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Fort Knox, Kentucky

ACUB Approval Date: 26 December 2006

Installation Description: Fort Knox is home of the Army’s Armor Center and the U.S.
Army Recruiting Command. The primary mission at Fort Knox is to forge the Army’s
mounted combat force. Activities include basic combat training, heavy force training and
maneuver, as well as aerial gunnery and amphibious operations. The training complex
and Eastern Corridor Battle Space provide accommodation for much of this training and
the facilities operate 24 hours a day, 365 days a year. The facilities support multiple
exercises involving Soldiers assigned to Fort Knox, as well as active component Army
units from other installations, U.S. Army Reserve, National Guard, U.S. Air Force, and
U.S. Navy, and Marine units.

Challenge: The 2005 Base Realignment and Closure and the Integrated Global Presence
Basing Strategy require Fort Knox to support new and challenging training requirements,
including hosting units from Europe and Korea, an Infantry Brigade Combat Team, Army
Cadet Command, and the combined Human Resources Command. These new training
requirements, combined with previous activities, generate considerable operational noise
and vibrations that travel outside the installation boundaries onto surrounding land. Off-
post lighting, residential development in areas susceptible to high noise levels, and
habitat destruction are impacts of encroachment that present challenges to the future
training operations at Fort Knox. Additionally, Fort Knox is home to the federally-listed
Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and gray bat (Myotis grisescens).

ACUB Objective: The primary ACUB focus at Fort Knox is on properties adjoining the
installations Eastern Corridor Battle Space. Implementing a buffer along the installation’s
eastern and southern perimeters will prevent restrictions from impacting training,
maneuvering, and deployment capabilities carried out by the battle space. The buffers
will benefit the installation by restricting off- post ambient lighting and other obstructions
that could interfere with night training operations, limiting residential development
within noise contour areas, and protecting key natural habitats and the associated flora
and fauna.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Lincoln Trail Area Development District

Partner Mission: The mission of the Lincoln Trail Area Development District
(LTADD) includes facilitating the development rights of open land to prevent its
development and showing private landowners how to use the various local and state
programs for selling or donating development rights in exchange for conservation
easements.

Militar Partner
Knox ands Acres Fundsy Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended | Expended Cost
InFY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $1,000,000 308 $666,306 $48.463 $714,769
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Joint Base Lewis-McChord, Washington

ACUB Approval Date: 21 October 2005

Installation Description: Live-fire exercises and maneuver training events are
conducted by units stationed at Joint Base Lewis-McChord (JBLM), as well as by units
mobilizing or deploying from the installation. JBLM currently supports live-fire events
up to the platoon level for Stryker units, as well as combat support and combat service
support units. Maneuver training is routinely conducted up to Stryker battalion and
occasionally brigade-level size. Units also conduct parachute operations and field
operations for logistical, engineering, transportation, medical, and military police
training.

Challenge: The most imminent and severe challenge to JBLM training is the presence of
four species which have a high potential for future listing under the Endangered Species
Act: the Mardon skipper butterfly (Polites mardon), Taylor’s checkerspot butterfly
(Euphydryas editha taylori), Streaked Horned Lark (Eremophila alpestris), and Mazama
pocket gopher (Thomomys mazama). Each of these species inhabits the unique prairie
ecosystem found in and around the installation. Listing of any or all of these species
would impose considerable military training restrictions.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the JBLM ACUB program is to preserve
some of the last remaining prairies in the Puget Lowlands. Only 20,000 acres remain
today in comparison to 150,000 in the mid-19th century, with about two-thirds of the
remaining lands within the installation boundaries. The goal is to prevent future military
restrictions on JBLM by taking proactive, regional conservation actions for this
diminishing land and its species at risk. The prairie preservation will act as a conservation
safety net for the prairie and associated species while deterring incompatible
development and preventing future training restrictions on JBLM.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Nature Conservancy

Partner Mission: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive. With support from the ACUB
program, TNC plans to purchase several parcels from willing landowners in the southern
Puget Lowlands, and will manage the lands for recovery of the prairie species.

Militar Partner
BN | P e |
Expended | Expended
In FY11 | $3,268,892 0 $708,305 $835,023 | $1,543,328
Through FY11 | $6,738,865 1,025 $2,316,206 | $7,442,673 | $9,758,879

42



http://www.50states.com/washingt.htm

Fort Polk, Louisiana

ACUB Approval Date: 14 June 2006

Installation Description: Fort Polk is one of the Army’s premier training installations
with a mission to train and deploy combat and combat support units. The Joint Readiness
Training Center (JRTC) is located at Fort Polk and focuses on improving unit readiness
by providing realistic, stressful, joint, and combined arms training across the full
spectrum of conflict. The JRTC is one of the Army’s three “dirt” Combat Training
Centers (CTC) used to train infantry brigade task forces and their subordinate elements in
the Joint Contemporary Operation Environment. Fort Polk is unique in the Army as it
serves a dual role as both a CTC and a power projection platform (PPP).

Challenge: Range and training lands at Fort Polk provide essential habitat for many
species, including the Red-cockaded Woodpecker (RCW, Picoides borealis) and the
Louisiana pine snake (LPS, Pituophis ruthveni). The RCW is currently protected under
the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and the LPS is a candidate species. Use and
development of Fort Polk range and training lands is presently constrained by RCW
habitat and population recovery requirements. If the LPS were to become listed under the
ESA as well, additional restrictions on land-use and off-road vehicle movement will
likely be imposed to protect the species and associated habitat.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of Fort Polk’s ACUB program is to support
Soldier training by maintaining flexibility for use and development of Army land inside
the installation boundaries by protecting key ESA listed and candidate species habitat on
lands outside the installation. Target lands for RCW habitat protection are industrial
timberlands located in Vernon Parish, south of the installation. By managing these lands
for the RCW, Fort Polk will increase flexibility for Soldier’s land use needed to support
key training activities. Lands targeted for protection of the LPS habitat are industrial
timberlands located in Bienville Parish, approximately 75 miles north of the installation.
Protecting this area, which contains the highest known density of LPS, will improve the
likelihood of survival of the species and reduce the need to list it under the ESA, thereby
avoiding training restrictions at Fort Polk.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Nature Conservancy

Partner Mission: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the
plants, animals, and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive. TNC plans to acquire conservation
easements on land in the vicinity of Fort Polk that is suitable habitat for the RCW and/or
the LPS, and manage it in perpetuity for the sustainment of these species.

Militar Partner
Polk ands Acres Fundsy Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended | Expended Cost
InFY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $4,527,100 0 $0 $0 $0
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Fort Riley, Kansas

ACUB Approval Date: 14 June 2006

Installation Description: Fort Riley, home to the 1st Infantry Division, encompasses
over 100,000 acres in the central portion of northeastern Kansas. The installation
provides training assistance to Reserve Component Soldiers including the Army National
Guard, U.S. Army Reserves, Navy Reserves, Marine Reserves, Reserve Officer Training
Corps (ROTC), Air Guard, and those conducting individual training or attending schools.
Capabilities of Fort Riley include hosting live-fire exercises, maneuver training for
mechanized/armored vehicles, attack helicopter gunnery, small arms firing, artillery and
tank firing exercises, as well as engineer obstacles.

Challenge: Smoke and noise resulting from heavy weapon fire, demolitions, and rotary-
winged aircraft operation are the primary impacts to the nearby off-post commercial
airport and residential areas. Additionally, federally-listed species relying on habitat in
and around the installation include the Topeka shiner (Notropis topeka) and the Piping
Plover (Charadrius melodus). Other sensitive species found on Fort Riley include the
regal fritillary (Speyeria idalia) and the Henslow’s Sparrow (Ammodramus henslowii).
Potential restrictions on training could result from these species seeking primary refuge
on the installation when adjacent lands are incompatibly developed.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the Fort Riley ACUB program is to
eliminate or significantly reduce the potential for training restrictions by avoiding land
use conflicts and degradation of natural resources. The program is also working to
conserve the natural ecosystems, farm and ranch lands, scenic open spaces, and the
historic uses of land by encouraging conservation of natural resources on private property
in the vicinity of Fort Riley. The areas that connect grasslands off of Fort Riley with the
grasslands on the installation are targeted for protection through the ACUB program.
These lands are owned by many private landowners and are currently dominated by
open-space land uses.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Kansas Land Trust

Partner Mission: Kansas Land Trust (KLT) is a non-profit organization dedicated to
protecting and preserving lands of ecological, scenic, historic, agricultural, and
recreational significance in Kansas.

Militar Partner
Riley ands Acres Fundsy Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended | Expended Cost
InFY11 | $1,670,000 556 $1,584,570 $0 $1,584,570
Through FY11 | $8,421,158 | 10,198 $4,725,283 | $3,564,326 | $8,289,609
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Fort Sill, Oklahoma

ACUB Approval Date: 14 March 2005

Installation Description: The Army Field Artillery School and Field Artillery Training
Center are housed on Fort Sill and are responsible for training artillerymen for both the
Army and Marine Corps. Four artillery brigades stationed at Fort Sill compose the
firepower of the III Corps Artillery, America’s largest artillery unit. Along with activated
guardsmen and reservists, these combat-ready forces can be deployed around the world
from the installation’s state-of-the-art power projection platform (PPP). Jet trainers from
Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas, as well as military transport aircraft from Altus Air
Force Base, Oklahoma, participate in daily training missions over Fort Sill at Henry Post
Army Airfield. In addition, tactical fighter and bomber aircraft from both active and
reserve Air Force units use Fort Sill’s ranges for bombing and strafing exercises.

Challenge: Urban development along the boundaries of Fort Sill is creating
encroachment issues for the installation. Fort Sill’s training and power projection
missions generate high levels of noise which result in complaints from these adjacent
communities. In addition, Fort Sill provides critical habitat for a strong and growing
population of the endangered Black-capped Vireo (Vireo atricapilla). The continued
incompatible development of lands neighboring Fort Sill may produce significant
challenges to future use of range and training lands.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at Fort Sill is to protect
the installation from urban sprawl encroachment issues and habitat destruction by
establishing a buffer around critical ranges and training lands. The ACUB program will
use real estate provisions to protect incompatible land-use in the targeted buffer areas.
The southern and eastern boundaries of the installation are the highest priority areas for
protection.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Land Legacy

Partner Mission: The mission of Land Legacy (LL) is to conserve and enhance urban
and rural landscapes, thereby improving the quality of life. Working with the Army, LL
is protecting large tracts of privately-owned land on the southern, eastern, and northern
boundaries of Fort Sill from development that is incompatible with the military mission.

Military Partner
Sill Funds Acres Funds Funds Total

Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost

InFY11 | §1,436,000 566 $2,176,000 $6,200 $2,182,200
Through FY11 | §8,761,000 | 3,074 $7,272,937 | $2,607,615 | $9,880,552
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Fort Stewart, Georgia

ACUB Approval Date: 14 March 2005

Installation Description: Fort Stewart and Hunter Army Airfield (HAAF) are home of
the 3rd Infantry Division, and combine to be the Army’s premier power projection
platform (PPP) on the Atlantic Coast. The installation covers nearly 280,000 acres in
southeast Georgia and is the largest, most effective and efficient armor training base east
of the Mississippi. HAAF houses the Army’s longest runway on the East Coast (11,375
feet) as well as the Truscott Air Deployment Terminal. Together these assets are capable
of deploying units such as the heavy, armored forces of the 3rd Infantry Division or the
elite light fighters of the 1st Battalion, 75th Ranger Regiment.

Challenge: The land in and around Fort Stewart provides vital natural habitat for six
federally-listed species and 20 state-listed or federal species of concern. Examples of
these species include the striped newt (Notophthalmus perstriatus), gopher frog (Rana
captio), Red-cockaded Woodpecker (Picoides borealis), gopher tortoise (Gopherus
polyphemus), eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corias couperi), and purple honeycomb
head (Balduina atropurpurea). As species are further impacted by incompatible
development, restrictions on installation training will likely be increased in an effort to
protect on-post habitat. Other encroachment issues that could arise from incompatible
development include neighbor concerns of safety, noise, and smoke from prescribed
burns.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the Fort Stewart ACUB program is to
protect key lands adjacent to the installation, especially to the east, in order to limit
incompatible development and concurrently protect sensitive habitat that supports Soldier
training. The population of Coastal Georgia is expected to double over the next 25 years,
which provides a significant challenge to conservation efforts. Without the
implementation of an ACUB program, virtually all of the non-wetland acreage, as well as
some of the wetland acreage within the targeted buffer area would be developed within
20-25 years.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Georgia Land Trust

Partner Mission: The mission of the Georgia Land Trust (GLT) is to preserve and
protect land for future generations. The GLT is affiliated with the Alabama Land Trust,
the Chattahoochee Valley Land Trust, Saving Places for Atlanta’s Community
Environment, the Lula Lake Land Trust, the Land Trust of East Alabama, and the Coastal
Georgia Land Trust, which was merged into the GLT in 2003. Through these various
regional offices, the GLT has protected approximately 115,000 acres.

Funds Acres Military Partner

Total
Stewart . Funds Funds
Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost

InFY11 | $8,000,000 6,339 | $17,677,377 | $2,859,285 | $20,536,662

Through FY11 | $39,403,620 | 11,153 | $35,221,429 | $7,094,535 | $42,315,964
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Middletown Armed Forces Reserve Center, Connecticut

ACUB Approval Date: 24 August 2010

Project Description The 99th Regional Support Command’s Middletown Armed Forces
Reserve Center (AFRC) is home to Soldiers from the Army Reserve's 2200th Military
Intelligence Detachment, 439th Quartermaster Company, 395th Combat Sustainment
Support Battalion, 344th Military Police Company and 617th Quartermaster Detachment,
as well as the Connecticut National Guard's 143rd Area Support Group, 118th Medical
Battalion, 141st Medical Company, Bravo and Delta Companies, 1st Battalion, 102nd
Infantry, and the Statewide Human Resources Office. The Middletown AFRC is a result
of 2005 Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) law and replaces Army Reserve Centers
located in Middletown, New Haven, and Milford, as well as Connecticut National Guard
Armories in Manchester and Newington.

Challenge: The construction of the AFRC impacted approximately 1.6 acres of
wetlands. Therefore, to obtain the necessary approval under Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (33 U.S.C. §1344) a mitigation plan was required to address the impacted
wetlands. There are no wetland banks or in lieu fee programs in the state of Connecticut.
Therefore, an appropriate site was required in perpetuity for wetland mitigation. The 99th
Regional Support Command (RSC) owns the project, and is the responsible party for the
Section 404 permit and associated compliance, but does not wish to own the mitigation
site.

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the AFRC ACUB project was to establish a
cooperative agreement with an eligible entity which purchased the acreage required to
satisfy the mitigation plan and hold title to the property in perpetuity. The deed with the
eligible entity contained restrictions in accordance with the final mitigation plan. The
New England District of the Corps of Engineers was involved to ensure that appropriate
restrictions are placed on the property to meet the Section 404 mitigation requirements.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Middlesex Land Trust, Inc.

Partner Mission: The mission of Middlesex Land Trust (MLT) is to preserve the plants,
animals, and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the land and water they need to survive. MLT also seeks to protect open space
for local citizenry.

Middletown Armed Funds Acres l\gﬁgggy 1;?;:216; Total
Forces Reserve Center | Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 | $1,700,000 54 $1,700,000 $49,000 $1,749,000
Through FY11 | $1,700,000 54 $1,700,000 $49,000 $1,749,000
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Camp Blanding, Florida

ACUB Approval Date: 23 September 2003

Installation Description: Camp Blanding is the primary training area for the Florida
Army National Guard. The installation works almost year-round to meet the training
requirements of tens of thousands of National Guardsman, as well as Active Army and
Reserves from all over the United States. Camp Blanding is the primary training site for
the 53rd Infantry Brigade Combat Team and a detachment of the 20th Special Forces
Group. Additionally, the Weather Readiness Training Center located on the installation is
prepared to provide training, support and expertise to Air National Guard weather
personnel, including the 159th Weather Flight. Also housed on the installation is the
202nd Red Horse Civil Engineering Squadron, providing a rapidly deployable, highly
trained force to complete damage repairs to runways, facilities, and utilities of the Air
Force worldwide.

Challenge: Due to a substantial increase in residential development in close proximity to
Camp Blanding, the installation has become a refuge for at least 40 rare species.
Federally-listed species found in and around the installation include the Florida Scrub Jay
(Aphelocoma coerulescens), eastern indigo snake (Drymarchon corais couperi), Wood
Stork (Mycteria americana), gopher tortoise (Gopherus polyphemus), and the Red-
cockaded Woodpecker (Picoides borealis). In addition to the pressure on Camp Blanding
to manage listed species, local development is impacting the Guard’s ability to train
realistically due to training related complaints of noise, dust, and smoke. “No-fly” zones
and live-fire time restrictions are already instituted on the installation due to complaints
from neighbors.

ACUB Objective: The ACUB objective at Camp Blanding is to protect the installation
from incompatible land uses along its boundaries, primarily to the east and the north of
the installation. Protection of parcels within the targeted buffer area will deter future
training related complaints, reduce the potential for additional training restrictions, and
provide off-post habitat for federally-listed and other rare species.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Florida Department of Environmental Protection

Partner Mission: The Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FLDEP) is the
lead agency in the Florida state government for environmental management and
stewardship in addition to being the lead agency responsible for the Florida Forever land
acquisition program. FLDEP protects, conserves, and manages Florida’s natural
resources and enforces the State’s environmental laws.

Milita Partner
Blanding O]I;“Fnds Acres Fundls.y Funds Total
igated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 | $2,000,000 | 1,159 $3,059,496 $0 $3,059,496
Through FY11 | $5,650,000 | 17,137 | $5,684,196 | $48,534,552 | $54,218,748
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Fort Custer, Michigan

ACUB Approval Date: 1 March 2006

Installation Description: Fort Custer is home to the 177th Regiment, Regional Training
Institute, Regional Maintenance Training Site, as well as the new Augusta Armory. Fort
Custer Training Center (FCTC) serves as the training site for the Michigan Army
National Guard with a primary mission of small arms and light maneuver training for
both reserve component and active forces. Many Reserve Officer Training Corps (ROTC)
students from colleges in Michigan, Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana also train at the FCTC, as
well as the FBI, Michigan State Police, and various other law enforcement agencies.

Challenge: Located on 7,570 acres of Fort Custer, FCTC contains some of the most
pristine habitat in southwest Michigan. Over 500 acres of high quality natural
communities exist on post, harboring threatened, endangered, and special concern
species. The Hart’s Lake tract, approximately 418 acres, is the only property bordering
FCTC that could be developed with an incompatible use which would limit the
operations of current range and training lands. The upland woods along the lake hold the
greatest potential for future incompatible development. The Hart’s Lake parcel is directly
adjacent to FCTC and is a high noise area and also serves as a valuable natural resource
in a quickly urbanizing area.

ACUB Objective: In August 2007, the Fort Custer ACUB partner acquired 326 acres of
the Hart’s Lake property, with an easement on an option to buy an additional 118 acres.
The ACUB program maintains mission preparedness and preserves an ecologically
valuable property with a broad constituency of land managers. The land is available for
recreation for Soldiers, as well for use and enjoyment by the general public.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Calhoun Conservation District

Partner Mission: The Calhoun Conservation District (CCD) is a locally-controlled
subdivision of state government, created by concerned landowners, and administered by a
publicly elected board of directors to promote the wise use and management of natural
resources. The CCD’s objective at Fort Custer is to preserve property with ecological
importance in order to conserve the county’s natural resources as well as prevent land
uses which are incompatible with FCTC training.

Mili Partner
Custer ands Acres Furfggy thlr;dz Total
Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $1,000,000 326 $1,000,000 | $1,050,000 | $2,050,000
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Fort Pickett, Virginia

ACUB Approval Date: 10 December 2007

Installation Description: Fort Pickett is located in the lower piedmont of southeastern
Virginia near the town of Blackstone and is home of the Virginia Army National Guard.
The primary mission at Fort Pickett is to provide a training site capable of handling up to
brigade-size elements in the conduct of live-fire and maneuver training for reserve and
active components of the U.S. Army. The main uses of the installation include live-fire
and maneuver training by combat, combat support, and combat service support units from
all uniformed services. Some of the major capabilities include: a Multi-Purpose Range
Complex; Infantry Platoon Battle Course; Combined Arms Military Operations in Urban
Terrain Training Facility; Urban Breach Facility; Urban Assault Course; three convoy
lanes, and the largest block of Special Use Airspace in the mid-Atlantic region.
Additionally, Fort Pickett is heavily utilized regionally by the Virginia State Police, other
federal and local law enforcement agencies, and Reserve Officer Training Corps (ROTC)
programs.

Challenge: The residential population adjacent to Fort Pickett is increasing as nearby
forests and farmlands are being transformed into suburban housing areas. The
longstanding local community has been very supportive toward installation activities in
the past; however the population is changing with the influx of new residents. Complaints
of noise and smoke from new neighbors could lead to training restrictions on the
installation. Fort Pickett also faces potential restrictions due to its large population of
Michaux’s sumac (Rhus michauxii), a federally endangered shrub.

ACUB Objective: The ACUB program at Fort Pickett is designed to protect vital habitat
off-post, as well as support the increase in military training that is resulting from range
modernization, higher operations tempo, and increased utilization from other services.
The program priority areas are adjacent to the northern, eastern, and southwestern sectors
of Fort Pickett. Protecting and managing these lands with prescribed fire will enhance
and sustain the ability for the Michaux’s sumac to thrive off-post, while providing buffer
areas between the installation and residential communities. Additionally, the ACUB goals
for Fort Pickett are in conjunction with the State of Virginia’s mission to preserve
400,000 acres by 2010.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Ward Burton Wildlife Foundation

Partner Mission: The mission of the Ward Burton Wildlife Foundation (WBWF) is to
conserve America’s land and wildlife through wise stewardship while educating children
and adults about the natural resources that will shape America’s future.

Militar Partner
Pickett Fqnds Acres Fundsy Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended | Expended Cost
InFY11 | $1,500,000 1,783 $2,039,184 $904,386 | $2,943,570
Through FY11 | $9,483,100 3,252 $3,032,402 | $2,224,713 | $5,257,115
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Camp Rilea, Oregon =

ACUB Approval Date: 20 March 2008 1859

Installation Description: Located on 1,750 acres in the Clatsop Plains of the Oregon
coast, Camp Rilea is a Major Training Center Light sustaining an average of 140,000
days of training each year. The location of the installation allows troops to train in diverse
geographies ranging from Pacific beach, to coastal plain, to Pacific coastal mountains.
Training activities include small arms live-fire ranges, simulation facilities, multiple
integrated laser engagement system ranges, aerial and amphibious assault areas, and
engineer/transportation training areas.

Challenge: Camp Rilea is home to habitat of the federally-listed Oregon Silverspot
Butterfly (OSB, Speyeria zerene hippolyta). The OSB has been essentially eliminated
from its historic range due to coastal development, fire control, and the introduction of
exotic species. In 1998, the installation was required to manage 68 acres of OSB habitat
in accordance with a “Habitat Management Plan” approved by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS). Habitat management requirements prohibited military training and
facility development within the designated OSB habitat.

ACUB Objective: The Camp Rilea ACUB program was a one parcel, one time
purchase. In September 2008, the ACUB partner purchased a fee simple interest on the
109-acre parcel called “Reed Ranch” with assistance of ACUB funding. Reed Ranch is
the last large tract of meadow habitat that has not been developed on the Clatsop Plains.
The ACUB partners and the USFWS consider this parcel crucial to the off-post recovery
of the OSB. The initiation of this process convinced USFWS to lift training restrictions
from Camp Rilea’s previously designated 68 acres of OSB habitat. Removal of
restrictions allows for expanded military training opportunities, as well as promotes more
efficient infrastructure development and use. Implementation of this project also prevents
incompatible development on the Reed Ranch parcel, located just 1.3 miles from the
Camp. The ACUB partner will manage the land for OSB habitat.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The North Coast Land Conservancy

Partner Mission: The North Coast Land Conservancy (NCLC) serves as a resource for
Northwest Oregon coastal communities and landowners to conserve and protect land in
perpetuity for its ecological and cultural resources.

wien | Funds [ acrs [y TR T
Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $1,000,000 109 $1,000,000 | $521,700 | $1,521,700
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Camp Ripley, Minnesota

ACUB Approval Date: 3 May 2004

Installation Description: Camp Ripley, home of the Minnesota Army National Guard,
is a multi-faceted, state-of-the-art training center that balances the needs of the military,
state agencies, and communities statewide. Designated as the primary winter training site
in the United States, Camp Ripley conducts an extensive Winter Warfare Training
Program available to all units. Numerous small arms and tank ranges are in use to
maintain unit training requirements, as well as state of the art specialized training
facilities including maneuver training areas capable of supporting a heavy brigade.

Challenge: Populations of gray wolves (Canis lupus), Bald Eagles (Haliaeetus
leucocephalus), and a variety of other state sensitive species currently coexist with the
Army National Guard’s military training at Camp Ripley. Residential development on
lands adjacent to Camp Ripley will ultimately force all remaining local species onto
installation lands, consequently leading to training restrictions in an attempt to protect
their populations. Additionally, noise, dust, and smoke generated by both ground and air
activities generate complaints that could increase and potentially impose training
restrictions if incompatible development occurs around the installation.

ACUB Objective: The ACUB objective at Camp Ripley is to maximize the
compatibility of land use adjacent to the installation and thereby sustain the military
mission as well as the natural environment. All property within a three mile radius of the
installation is within the first two priority areas of the program, and is further prioritized
by factors such as proximity to Camp Ripley, parcel size, noise impacts, presence of
sensitive species, and its potential for development.

Cooperative Agreement Partners: The Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
and the Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources

Partner Missions: The mission of the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
(MNDNR) is to work with citizens to conserve and manage the state’s natural resources, to
provide outdoor recreation activities, and to provide for commercial uses of natural resources
in a way that creates a sustainable quality of life. The mission of the Minnesota Board of
Water and Soil Resources (MNBWSR) is to improve and protect Minnesota's water and soil
resources by working in partnership with local organizations and private landowners.

Military Partner
Ripley Funds Acres Funds Funds Total

Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost

In FY11 | $2,500,000 2,030 $2,474,272 | $3,171,781 | $5,646,053
Through FY11 | $17,446,500 | 29,254 | $14,409,126 | $51,083,177 | $65,492,303

53



http://www.50states.com/minnesot.htm

Camp Roberts, California

ACUB Approval Date: 14 December 2008

Installation Description: Located on 42,000 acres in central California, Camp Roberts
is a power support platform (PSP) and one of four state operated mobilization sites in the
country. Camp Roberts, which is the primary training site of the California Army
National Guard, serves the training needs for all branches of the service and several non-
military government organizations. The installation’s vast maneuver area for collective
force-on-force training and significant number of live-fire and simulated ranges make it a
very flexible training site for infantry, armor, artillery, and all manner of Combat Support
(CS) and Combat Service Support (CSS) units. Its unique relationship with Fort Hunter-
Liggett is derived from a 15-mile tank trail that allows brigade size units to deploy forces
from Camp Roberts to Fort Hunter-Liggett for force-on-force training while maintaining
doctrinal distances with CS and CSS units from Camp Roberts.

Challenge: Development in the vicinity of Camp Roberts would have a significant
negative impact on Camp Roberts’s training mission. As housing developments encroach
on the installation’s boundaries, noise complaints, safety, and endangered species
concerns would increase, as well as reduce existing training capabilities. Camp Roberts
currently manages for several federally-listed species, such as the San Joaquin Kit Fox
(Vulpes macrotis rnutica), Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp (Branchineta lynchi), Least Bell’s
Vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), and California Condor (Gyrnnopys californianus). In
addition, escaping light from the surrounding cities constrains night vision training and
increased incompatible development surrounding the installation could further inhibit
night training capabilities.

ACUB Objective: The Fort Roberts ACUB program’s objective is to maximize the
compatibility of land use adjacent to Camp Roberts and thereby sustain not only the
military mission, but also the natural and cultural environment. Through implementation
of the ACUB program, Fort Roberts aims to prevent restrictions to any flight operations
at Camp Roberts as well as protect the current range operations from any further
restrictions due to noise impacts.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Monterey County Agricultural and Historical Land
Conservancy, Inc.

Partner Mission: The Monterey County Agricultural and Historical Land Conservancy
(MCAHLC) is a private, non-profit organization dedicated to the preservation of the
agricultural and historical resources of Monterey County. It is MCAHLC’s intent to
protect and perpetuate Monterey County’s scenic rolling hillsides, long green vegetable
rows, and vast open spaces.

Militar Partner
Roberts Fqnds Acres Fundsy Funds Total
Obligated | Protected Expended | Expended Cost
InFY11 | $1,983,100 285 $936,915 $259,550 | $1,196,465
Through FY11 | $2,983,000 285 $936,915 $259,550 | $1,196,465
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Camp San Luis Obispo, California

ACUB Approval Date: 1 March 2006

Installation Description: Encompassing 5,612 acres, Camp San Luis Obispo (CSLO) is
located on the central coast of California and is a training site of the California National
Guard. The installation provides military support for civil authority, counter drug
training, air assault and small arms training, basic rifle marksmanship, orienteering,
combat medic, non-commissioned officer leadership training, officer candidate school,
counter-terrorism training, common task training, non-prior service training, and pre-
command courses. CSLO is a regional training site supporting Army and Air National
Guard units from across the country, Army Reserve, Army ROTC programs, and the U.S.
Air Force, as well as other state and federal government agencies.

Challenge: Much of the land surrounding CSLO currently exists in the form of private
ranch lands. Development has been limited to some degree by the availability of potable
water and traditional land use controls. However, when the infrastructure to deliver
potable water is developed, residential “ranchette” development will follow. This has
already been the case on numerous properties in the vicinity of CSLO. The training on
CSLO is beginning to encounter restrictions due to the physical proximity of housing as
well as potential limits regarding utilization of water. Federally-listed species located on
and around CSLO include the California red-legged frog (Rana aurora draytonii), Chorro
Creek bog thistle (Cirsium fontinale var. obispoense), and Southern steelhead trout
(Oncorhynchus mykiss irideus).

ACUB Objective: The primary objective of the ACUB program at CSLO is to establish
buffers which will help the community manage development adjacent to the installation,
ensure continued training opportunities, secure upland habitat, and limit the demand on
water resources.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo

Partner Mission: The mission of the Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo (LCSLO) is
to permanently protect and enhance lands having scenic, agricultural, habitat, and cultural
values in San Luis Obispo County through voluntary and collaborative measures.

San Luis Funds Acres hgﬁgggy l;e;r;clrézr Total
Obispo Obligated | Protected Expended Expended Cost
InFY11 | $1,000,000 189 $850,000 $148,470 $998.470
Through FY11 | $2,825,000 1,342 $1,550,000 $964,670 | $2,514,670
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Camp Shelby, Mississippi

ACUB Approval Date: 26 December 2006

Installation Description: Camp Shelby is the largest state-owned training site in the
nation. Covering over 134,000 acres, Camp Shelby Training Site hosts up to battalion-
level maneuver training, Gunnery Table 8-12, excellent field artillery firing points, and a
wide range of support facilities. The installation is the standard annual training location
for National Guard and Reserve units located in Mississippi, Alabama, and Tennessee.
Units from across the country depend on the facility and its excellence to complete a
variety of missions. Additionally, Camp Shelby has been designated as a power support
platform (PSP) tasked to mobilize, receive, train, and support Reserve Component units
required to expand the Active Army Component to meet emergency requirements.

Challenge: The primary challenge to Camp Shelby is incompatible land use adjacent to
the installation’s boundaries. Prior to Hurricane Katrina, residential development was
increasing from the Mississippi Gulf Coast. As a result of the hurricane’s devastation to
Louisiana and the surrounding areas, growth estimates in Mississippi have significantly
escalated as the area accommodates an influx of displaced coastal residents. Continued
residential development on lands adjacent to Camp Shelby will likely lead to restrictions
on the future use of the installation’s training and range lands. Federally-listed species
found within the boundaries of the installation include the gopher tortoise (Gopherus
polyphemus), American Alligator (Alligator mississippiensis), and Louisiana quillwort
(Isoetes louisianensis)

ACUB Objective: The objective of the ACUB program at Camp Shelby is to sustain the
military mission by ensuring that lands surrounding the installation are protected from
incompatible uses that could limit or disrupt operational readiness and training activities.
Additionally, the ACUB program protects key natural habitats and the associated flora
and fauna; thereby maintaining the integrity of the region’s natural resources. Portions of
the buffers may be used as future wetland banks.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Nature Conservancy
Partner Mission: The mission of The Nature Conservancy (TNC) is to preserve the

plants, animals and natural communities that represent the diversity of life on Earth by
protecting the lands and waters they need to survive.

Funds Acres Military Partner Total
LG Obligated | Protected Funds Funds Cost
Expended | Expended
In FY11 $0 0 $0 $0 $0
Through FY11 | $1,915,000 611 $1,134,353 | $115,251 | $1,249,604
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Midlands Area Joint Installation Consortium, South Carolina

ACUB Approval Date: 1 July 2008

Installation Description: The Central Midlands of South Carolina houses five military
installations encompassing over 70,500 acres: Fort Jackson, Shaw Air Force Base,
McEntire Joint National Guard Base, Poinsett Range, and McCrady Training Center.
These installations are utilized by personnel from the Army, Navy, Air Force, and
Marines, and are important to national defense as well as to the economy of the region.

Challenge: The Central Midlands have experienced unprecedented growth over the past
decade, which is expected to increase in upcoming years. Development in the area is
currently affecting ground traffic between the installations, and continued growth will
likely impact the ability to conduct live-fire exercises, alter helicopter flight routes,
impede maneuver training, limit flight operations at Shaw and McEntire, and limit air to
ground range operations at Poinsett. Ambient light pollution could also impact night
operations by interfering with night vision equipment, both on the ground and in the air.
Additionally, three of the installations provide habitat for the endangered Red-cockaded
Woodpecker (Picoides borealis).

ACUB Objective: In an effort to protect training resources, the five installations joined
together with one another, as well as with local governments and non-governmental
organizations in 2007 to form the Midlands Area Joint Installation Consortium (MAJIC).
The purpose of the consortium is to facilitate collaboration on projects including the
implementation of the Joint Compatible Use Buffer (JCUB) program, which is intended
to reduce future encroachment pressures on the installations. The land between the
installations is targeted as the JCUB focus area. Implementation of the JCUB program
will preserve the training mission, support the national defense, protect the local
economy, and also help conserve South Carolina’s natural open spaces and unique
heritage.

Cooperative Agreement Partner: The Conservation Fund

Partner Mission: The Conservation Fund (TCF) is the nation’s foremost environmental
non-profit organization dedicated to protecting America’s most important landscapes and
waterways for future generations. TCF pioneers a balanced, non-advocacy, non-
membership approach to conservation, one that blends environmental and economic
benefits and objectives.

Milita Partner
Mase | Ponds A | pngs | puns | T
Expended | Expended
InFY11 | $500,000 734 $0 $1,100,400 | $1,100,400
Through FY11 | $3,430,000 4,997 $580,536 | $12,139,690 | $12,720,226
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DEFINITIONS

ACUB focus or priority area

Area of land the Army desires to protect through their partner. It has been approved
by Army Headquarters through an ACUB proposal. If any property becomes available within
the designated area and the installation and the partner agree it is a priority, the partner will
proceed with real estate negotiations pending sufficient funding.

Conservation Easement

An easement for the purpose of conserving natural resources. A conservation
easement may include positive and/or negative rights requirements. An example of positive
rights and requirements include allowing another entity to access the property or requiring
the landowner to undertake certain management actions. A negative right restricts the
landowner’s otherwise legal use of the property such as constructing new structures or
cutting trees.

Cooperative Agreement

The legal instrument used that defines the relationship between the Army and its
partners in executing ACUBs and enables the Army to transfer funds to its partners. A
Cooperative Agreement is different than a contract or a grant in that it recognizes all of the
following: a public purpose, a transfer of something of value, and an expectation of
substantial involvement between the eligible entity and the Army.

Closing date

The date that title or lesser interest, such as an easement, in a particular property
transfers from one party to another.

Easement

A right, privilege, or interest to property afforded to an entity who does not own the
land. In this context, easements are recordable interests in land.

Eligible entity

State or political subdivision of a state or a private entity that has as its stated
principal organizational purpose or goal the conservation, restoration, or preservation of land
and natural resources, or a similar purpose or goal.

Encroachment

Cumulative result of any and all outside influences that inhibit normal military
training and testing.
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Fiscal Year (FY)

The U.S. government fiscal calendar begins October 1 and ends September 30.
FY executed

Fiscal year in which funds, after being fully invoiced, are paid toward a project that is
specifically defined and supported by the Cooperative Agreement. The funds execution
process involves funds obligated, invoiced, authorized payment, and transferred for payment.

FY obligated

Fiscal year in which funds are designated to an account that can be invoiced by the
partner for the purpose of the Cooperative Agreement. Funds obligated to a Cooperative
Agreement can only be used for the purposes described in the statement of work of that
particular Cooperative Agreement.

Other protected areas

Land that is in permanent conservation such as state parks and federal reserves.
Partner

The eligible entity with which the Army has a signed Cooperative Agreement. This is
the only entity to which the Army can directly contribute funds for ACUB purposes.

Partner funds

All resources put toward a property and transaction that are not from the military.
This includes cash, the value of donated land, personnel time, and all other in-kind services.

Military funds

The total contributed from the Army which includes funds authorized from the Office
of the Secretary of Defense as part of the Readiness and Environmental Protection Initiative,
funds authorized from the office of the ACSIM, funds authorized from the Army
Environmental Command, and other installation Operation and Maintenance Army finances.

Stakeholder

A person or organization that has a legitimate involvement in a project or entity.
Total cost

The total cost of completing a real estate transaction to permanently protect a parcel.

This includes the actual purchase price of the interest in real property, due diligence, and any
management or staff time required to complete the real estate transaction.
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ACSIM

ACUB

APG

OMA

AFRC

ARPA

ATC

BLM

BRAC

CA

CS

CSLO

CSS

CTA

CTC

DoD

ESA

FAPH

FBI

FCTC

FMV

FSH

FTX

FY

ACRONYMS

Assistant Chief of Staff for Installation Management
Army Compatible Use Buffer

Aberdeen Proving Ground

Operations and Maintenance of the Army
Armed Forces Reserve Center
Archeological Resources Protection Act
Aberdeen Test Center

Bureau of Land Management

Base Realignment and Closure
Cooperative Agreement

Combat Support

Camp San Luis Obispo

Combat Service Support

Churchville Test Area

Combat Training Center

Department of Defense

Endangered Species Act

Fort A.P. Hill

Federal Bureau of Investigations

Fort Custer Training Center

Fair Market Value

Fort Sam Houston

Field training exercise

Fiscal Year
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HAAF Hunter Army Airfield

IMCOM Installation Management Command

JBLM Joint Base Lewis-McChord

JCUB Joint Compatible Use Buffer

JRTC Joint Readiness Training Center

LPS Louisiana Pine Snake

MAJIC Midlands Area Joint Installation Consortium
NAGPRA Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act
NDAA National Defense Authorization Act

NHPA National Historic Preservation Act

NTC National Training Center

OSB Oregon Silverspot Butterfly

PLI Private Lands Initiative

PPP Power projection platform

PSP Power support platform

RCW Red-cockaded Woodpecker

REPI Readiness and Environmental Protection Initiative
ROTC Reserve Officer Training Corps

RSC Regional Support Command

SERE Survive, Evade, Resist, and Escape

USAEC United States Army Environmental Command
USAG Unites States Army Garrison

USASOC United States of America Special Operations Command
USC United States Code

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Services
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AFT

CCD

DU

EPC

FLDEP

GLT

HLT

KDA

KLT

LCSLO

LL

LTADD

LTT

NMSLO

MCAHLC

MLT

MNBWSR

MNDNR

NCLC

SALT

TCF

TNC

TPL

TPWD

PARTNERSHIP ACRONYMS

American Farmland Trust

Calhoun Conservation District

Ducks Unlimited

El Paso County

Florida Department of Environmental Protection
Georgia Land Trust

Harford Land Trust

Kentucky Department of Agriculture

Kansas Land Trust

Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo

Land Legacy

Lincoln Trail Area Development District
Land Trust for Tennessee

New Mexico State Land Office

Monterey County Agricultural and Historical Land Conservancy
Middlesex Land Trust

Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources
Minnesota Department of Natural Resources
North Coast Land Conservancy

Sandhills Area Land Trust

The Conservation Fund

The Nature Conservancy

Trust for Public Land

Texas Parks and Wildlife Division
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WBWF

Ward Burton Wildlife Foundation

64




65




	INTRODUCTION
	Legislative History and Summary for the Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) Program
	IMCOM INSTALLATION DATA
	SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING
	SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING
	SUMMARY OF EXECUTED FUNDING
	NGB INSTALLATION DATA
	SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING
	SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING
	SUMMARY OF EXECUTED FUNDING
	ALL ARMY INSTALLATION DATA
	SUMMARY OF COMMITTED FUNDING
	SUMMARY OF EXECUTION
	IMCOM ACUB PROJECTS
	Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland
	Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia
	Fort Benning, Georgia
	Fort Bliss, Texas
	Fort Bragg, North Carolina
	Fort Bragg – U.S. Army Special Operations Command, North Carolina
	Camp Bullis, Texas
	Fort Campbell, Kentucky
	Fort Carson, Colorado
	Fort Drum, New York
	U.S. Army Garrison, Hawaii
	Fort Hood, Texas
	Fort Huachuca, Arizona
	Fort Irwin, California
	Fort Knox, Kentucky
	Joint Base Lewis-McChord, Washington
	Fort Polk, Louisiana
	Fort Riley, Kansas
	Fort Sill, Oklahoma
	Fort Stewart, Georgia
	Middletown Armed Forces Reserve Center, Connecticut
	NGB ACUB PROJECTS
	Fort Custer, Michigan
	Fort Pickett, Virginia
	Camp Rilea, Oregon
	Camp Ripley, Minnesota
	Camp Roberts, California
	Camp San Luis Obispo, California
	Camp Shelby, Mississippi
	Midlands Area Joint Installation Consortium, South Carolina
	APPENDIX
	DEFINITIONS
	ACRONYMS
	PARTNERSHIP ACRONYMS

